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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the ? 8th October, 1987 

O.N. 128,—In pursuance of Section 106 of (he Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1!>51 (43 of 1951), (he Election 
Commission hereby publishes the Judgment and Order dated 

87/1664 GI (371) 


18-9-1987 of the Ganhati High Court in Election Petition 
No. 6 of 1986. 

[No. 82/AS-HP/6/86] 
By Order, 

S. D. PERSHAD, Under Secy. 
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For the Respondents—Mr. P. Prasad, Sr. Government 
Advocate Assam for Respondent Nos. 1, 2, and 
3 Mr. P. Pathak, Mr. N. Dutia and Mr. C. Chou- 
dhury for Respondent No. 5. 


IN THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 

(THE HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, 

MEGHALAYA, TRIPURA, MANIPUR, ARUNACHAL 
PRADESH) 

Election Petition No. 6 of 1986 
Versus 

Shri Rajani Kumar Dutta 

Versus 

The Chief Election Commissioner 
and others 

PRESENT: 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice J. M. Srivastava. 

For the Petitioner.—Mr. Rajani Kumar Dutta, in person. 

For the Respondents.—Mr. P. Prasad, Sr. Government 
Advocate Assam for Respondent Nos. I, 2, and 
3 Mr. P. PathaL Mr. N. Dutta and Mr. C. Chou- 
dhury for respondent No. 5. 

Date of hearing.—28-8-1987. 

Date of Judgment.—18-9-1987. 

JUDGMENT AND ORDER 

This petition by Shri Rajaui Kumar Dutta one of the 
contesting candidates challenging the election of Respondent 
No. 3 of the House of People from 14-Lakhimpur Parlia¬ 
mentary Constituency at the General Election held in Ar<am 
in December, 1985 was presented on 6-2-86. The date of 
election of the returned candidate was 22-12-85. This election 
petition was therefore not presented within 45 days as re¬ 
quired in the mandatory provision of Sub-section (1) of 
Section 81 of the representation of People Act 1951, here¬ 
after the ‘Act’. 

2. In Misc. Case No. 2 of 1986 the petition’s prayer for 
treating the petition filed on 6-2-86 as presented on 5-2 86 
for reasons stated in the order made therein, earlier today, 
has been rejected, 

3. In view of the mandatory provision of sub-section (1) of 
Section 86 of the Act, this Election Petition, not having 
been presented within time as show above has to be dis¬ 
missed. The petition is dismissed. Parties shall bear their 
own costs. 

4. The security deposit made by the petitioner shall be 
returned to him. The Election Commission and the Speaker 
of the House of People shall be intimated tjie substance of 
the decision and an authentica'ed copy thereof, shall be sent 
to the Election Commission of India. 

Sd./- 

J. M. SRIVASTAVA, Judge 

IN THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 

(THE HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND 

MEGHALAYA, MANIPUR, TRIPURA, MIZORAM AND 
ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Misc. Case No. 2 of 1986 

IN 

Electiin Petition No. 6 of 1986 

Shri Rajani Kumar Dutta ...Petitioner. 

Versus 

The Chief Election Commissioner 

and others. ...Respondents. 

PRESENT: 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice J. M. Srivastava. 

For the Petitioner—Mr. Rajani Kumar Dutta, in person. 


Date of hearing—28-8-1987. 

Date of Judgment—18-9-87. 

JUDGMENT AND ORDER 

This is an application in Election Petition No. 6 of 1986, 
with the prayer that the said Election Petition which was 
presented on 6-2-86, should be treated as having been present¬ 
ed on 5-2-86. 

2. Briefly the facts are, that petitioner Shri Rajani Kumar 
Dutta had contested the general election held in Assam 
in December, 1985, for election to the House of People, 
from 14-Lakhimpur Parliamentary Constituency, for which 
the polling took place on 10-12-85 and the result was declared 
on 22-12-85. The respondent-opposite Party No. 5 was de¬ 
clared elected. 

3. The petitioner chailanged the election of Respondent 
No. 5 on various grounds, by presenting an election petition 
on 6-2-86 which was registered as Election Petition No. 6 
of 1986. The Petitioner also moved this application alleging 
that he had actually presented the Election Petition in the 
filing section of this High Court on 5-2-86 before 4.30 P.M. 
but the petition was wrongly not accepted, that he had 
brought the matter to the notice of the High Court autho¬ 
rities concerned namely the Superintendent of the filing sec¬ 
tion, Deputy Registrar and also the Registrar, but the peti¬ 
tion was not accepted, that 5-2-85 was the last day of the 
limitation period of 45 days computed from 22-12-85, the 
date on which the returned candidate was declared elected. 
The petitioner, has therefore prayed that the Election Peti¬ 
tion should be treated as having been presented on 5-2-86. 

4. The opposite parties Respondent No. 1 to 5 in the 
Election Petition have pppo^-ed the prayer on the grounds 
that the petitioner’s submission that he had presented the 
Election Petition on 5-2-86 was not correct that his petition 
was not ready in all respects and that is why it had probably 
not been accepted, and further that in any case under the 
Election Law there is no provision for treating an Election 
Petition which was actually represented on 6-2-86 as having 
been presented on 5-2-86. 

5. In support of his application, the petitioner has filed 
his own affidavit and affidavis of Debeswnr Chaudhury who 
was personal security officer attached with the petitioner at 
the time, and of Manik Chandra Saikia who was the Elec¬ 
tion Agent of the Petitioner. The petitioner and Debeswar 
Choudhurv were cross-examined on their affidavit by the learn¬ 
ed counsel for the Opposite parties. Manik Chandra Saikia 
could not make himself available for cross-examiation by 
the Opposite parties and accordingly his affidavit, in the 
absence of cross-examination, is excluded from consideration. 
The Opposite parties did not produce any evidence. 

6. I have heard the petitioner who is an advocate, in person 
and Shri P. Prasad, learned counsel for the Opposite parties^ 
Nos. 1 to 4 and Shri P. Pathak, learned counsel for Oppo¬ 
site Party No. 5. 

7. The two questions which arise for consideration are 
firstly, whether unde'- the ‘law’, the prayer made by the 
petitioner is permissible, and secondly whether the petitioner 
has established that he had presented the Election Petition 
on 5-2-1986. 

8. So far as the frst question is concerned the ‘law’ relat¬ 
ing to election, election disputes and the manner in which 
such dispute can be raised, and decided is a special law 
and its provisions have to be strictly enforced. “Part XV 
of the Constitution, which is the Supreme law of the country 
provides for elections. Art. 327 in Part XV provides lhat 
the Parliament may make law with rernect to all'matters 
relating to election to either hoime of Parliament.” Art. 
329 in its clause (b) provides that—-Notwithstanding anything 
in the constitution.— 


...Petitioner. 

...Respondents. 
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' Jj0 election io cihKf JIMU caiiiimieut tir to ihe 
Hume or cmier Ilo.i.e or me I c-jiulriiue of a 
S t iuc snail to ctui.,it in question except Dy an 
c.ccuon petition pre..cti.ed to such auiiiurily and m 
such manner as may oe p;o..ded lor by or tmuer 
any law ii.ade by uio appiopijme Legislature.” 

ii:c abuvo nmndatory provision ot the Constitution is clear 
toUi an election can Lc unied in ipm-mon only in such 
iitanner as provided lor by or under law made by the Legis¬ 
lature. 

9. The Representation u£ I'cople Acl 1951 -thereafter the 
Act 13 one such law nuiuc by me Parliament, which is 
relevant. to the matter under coiistderadon, Ts preamble 
shu.ys that the law was made to provide also for decision 
of d,spuied arising out oi or in Connection with such elec¬ 
tion. dart Vf of the Act ptov.dej lor “DLpu.e Regarding 
Election.” In its Chapter i, .Section 79 gives Ddimpion. 

10. Chapter H ptuvidcs for “t-i’cscnL.ntlon of Election Rcli- 
Uons" Sea,on WO inereunder, piovides that “Mo clecL.on shall 
be called in que.man c.vccpt by an election pc.ttion pic..cnted 
■n accordance with the provisions of this part.’’ tdinpasis sup¬ 
plied!. Section 80-A provides that “iiigu Court is to try elec¬ 
tion petition . Sub section tl) of Section 81 provides veiy 
clearly that an election pennon is to be pic cnlcd within 45 
days front the date of election of the returned candidate. .Sub¬ 
jection (3) of Section 81 provide., that election petition shall 
be accompanied by as many copies thereof ns there are ics- 
podctib, mentioned in the petition and every such copy shall 
be attested by the petitioner under his own signature to 
'bo true copy' of the petition. 

11. The above provision is clear and there can be no 
doubt, that an election petition must be presented vvliin 
45 days, which is the period of limitation provided by the 
above special law relating to election. Section 82 speaks of 
parties in the petition. Section 83 provides for the contents 
of the petition; Section 84 provdes the reliefs, which may 
be claimed by tile petitioner. Chapter 111 tinder Part VI 
provides for trial of election petition. Section 86-Sub-seetion 
tl) thereunder, provides—"The High Court shall dismiss an 
diction petition which docs not comply with the provision# 
of Seel ion 81 or section 82 or section 117”. (emphases 
supplied). 


that the petitioner had come back from Tezpur after 3 or 
4 days but, that part of ihe statement appears to be due 
to mistake, because theie is reliable material like petiunoer’s 
affidavit sworn on 5-2~t>6, winch shows that the petitioner 
was in Gwahati on 5-2-86. The petitioner has stated that 
he had taken the petition with affidavit, which was sworn, os 
per andorsement of the commissioner tor affidavit who 
was the Superintendent of the Piling Section of this Court 
on the first lioor of the High Court building at 3.45 P.M. 
1 he Superintendent Sbri 13. N. Sarnia had told him to give 
the petition to the Filing Assistant silting on another table, 
he gave the petition to the Filing Asstt. who enquired about 
the copies. Since he had not taken the copies with him, he 
came down to the pluce, on the ground floor, where copies 
were being prepared (papers were being stitched). After col¬ 
led ing the copies he along with his counsel Mr. K. K. 
Bhatra and petition writer Bhupen Sarnia went to the 
Filing Section, but the petition was not accepted; that asked 
(he Superintendent Shti D N. Shnrma, but ho expressed his 
inability, then he went to the Depuy Registrar Shri B'. K. 
Talukdar who culled Shri Sarma and enquired why the 
petition was not accepted but nothing was done. Then ho 
accompanied by his counsel Shri K. K. Bhatra went to the 
Registrar (Judl.) Shri N, Das on the ground floor. It was 
4.25 at that time. Several persons were present in the room 
of the Registrar (Judh) when he spoke to him about his 
petition, rot being accepted by Ihe Filing section; that the 
Registrar asked hint to go and file the retition in the Filing 
section again and to note the time, but by the time he came 
to Filing section, Shri Sarma (Supdt.) was leaving and the 
Filing Assistant also left and ihen he went to the Chamber 
of the Hon’ble Chief Justice, but just then the Hon’ble Chief 
Justice was also leaving the Chamber. He was annoyed 
and angry and leaving the papers, he came awav: that the 
next day i.e. 6-2-86 he filed the petition. On above facts 
the netifioner has contended that he had presented the 
petition on 5-2-86, but it was not accepted. 

15. The Ganhati High Courts Rules In Chapter VUI-A- 
contaln Special provision relating to procedure in Election 
Petition under the Representation of People Act, 1951 -- 

Rule 1 provides that an election petition may be presented 
before the Stamp reporter of ihe Court. 


12. The above provisions of the special law relating to 
election petition are cxplicitc and mandatory, and there is 
absolutely no scope for any deviation in the manner and 
procedure laid down. The High Court has not been vasted 
wilh any power other than, that have been specified, The 
effect of the mandatory provision o£ sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 85 is, that if an election petition has not been 
presented in accordance with the provisions, there is 
absolutely no power or discrc'Cn with the High Court other 
than ‘hat to dismiss the petition. 

13. r l lie Flecrion petition No. 6 of 1986 in the instant 
ca>e, vis presented on 6-2-86. The dale of election of the 
rcriirned candidate was 22-12-85, Tic period of limitation 
of 45 days expii cd on 5 2-86. The election Petition was not 
presented within 45 day;. There i; no provision in the elec¬ 
tion law, under wh'ch this court may tr-at the c’cclion peti¬ 
tion filed on 6 - 2-84 ns pre'en'ed on 5-2-86, ns p r aved bv 
the petitioner. T therefore held that the prayer made is not 
permi'sihle under the law. 

14. As recards the second question, as noted earlier, there 
is only Ihe evidence of the petitioner himself and h‘3 Security 
Officer Pehn-war Chovdhury. The lat’er’s evidence is hardly 
of any value and tie "re is of tio help, for in cross-examina¬ 
tion lie w'd that while he d : d come to High Court—he had 
not cone iovde the budding to env office, which cleady 
means that he could not have seen, '’s to when and where 
the periliorer had gone inside the High Court bmldirn. The 
petitioner tried, to explain ‘bat the witness meant, that he 
had not gone to nnv office o’hcr then in Ibgh Court but the 
statement was quite clear that, he had not, gone to any 
office bride the buffiF-e. The evidence of the witness on 
The on-srion that, whether rr not the peririem was presented 
on 5-2-S6 is therefore not of nnv use. The learned crunrel 
fo r the respondents, has referred to the witness s statement 


i The Superintendent of he Filing section is the Stamp 
reporter of the Court and also Commissioner for Affidavits. 

16. Shri P. Prasad, learned counsel for the Opposite party— 
Respondents has argued that the petitioner’s own statement 
shown that he came to Ganhati from North Lakhimpur on 
31st January, 1986; that no 3rd February he went to Tezpur 
to get the Election Petition prepared and had left Tezpur 
in the night of 4th and arrived Ganhati on 5th February 
which was the last day for presentation of the petition; that 
the petitioner’s own statement hows that on 5-2-86 after 
coming from Tcznur, the copies of result sheets were. made 
and that the copies of nnnexures were being made in the 
High Conri. According to the petitioner’s own statement the 
return'd copies were not ready until he went for swearing 
the affidavit thal. is that the petition was not ready for pre- 
senritfion whrn the petitioner had sworn the affidavit since 
tbe copies were then not retdv, Shri P, Prasad, learned coun- 
•el for the Opposite parlies submitted that no reason ha« 
been shown why if indeed ihe petition and its copies were 
ready, the Filing section would not have accepted the same, 
if picsented on 5-2-86 that the petitioner has not produced 
nnv other witness to support his statement that he had pre¬ 
sented the petition on 5-2-86. that even though he had earlier 
taken the summons for the witne'ses, he had later, returned 
the same, that in any c.-ve since it was the reririoner’s burden 
to e tab’bh, that he had nresen'ed the peririon on 5-2-86, 
he should have produced Shri Sarma Superintendent or Shri 
Talukdar, Drnufv Registrar (Judl) or the Registrar (Judl.) 
or any of the other person who are stated to have been In 
the room of the Registrar ffuefl.) or ffi’easf the petition 
writer Blmpen Sarma or his own counsel Shri K. K. Bhatra. 
Since he had not produced anv witness. It mav be safe to 
presume that if be had produced them they would not have 
supported his case because the copies were not readv and 
so the petitioner could not present the petition. The learned 
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counsel also submilted that it, could be that he wanted to 
the m.omplete petition, that in any case in the absence of any 
other corroborative evidence in support of the statement o± 
the petitioner cannot be accepted that he had pit-sent of 
penion on 5-2 86. The pe.itioner himself has howeier staled 
that he had preseted the petition on 6-2-85 when it was 
accepted, Shri P, Pathuk, learned counsel for the Opposite 
Party No. 5 has also made submission on the same lines. 

17. On careful consideration of the petitioner's evidence, 
I find it difficult to accept that the election petition had 
Deen preseined on 5-2-86, because no reason has been shown 
as to why the petition if presented on 5-2-86 would nui 
have been accepted. The petitioner has submitted that his 
petition was against the winning tthen) AGP candidate (re_- 
pondent No. 5) therefore his petition had not been accepted. 
This submission does not appear to be reasonable because 
some election petition had earlier been filed and had been 
accepted, five petitions had been filed earlier, and the num¬ 
ber of the petition filed by the petitioner Election Petition 
No. 6/86, shows. Moreover the petitioner could have pro¬ 
duced some of the witnesses who had accompanied him and 
were with him when he had presented the petition in the 
Filing section or when he had met the Deputy Registrar or 
Registrar (Judl.) The fact that the netitioner has not pro¬ 
duced any such person nor even his own counsel or the 
petition writer, can not be ignored and accordingly it is 


difficult to accept his vorsion that the petition with' required 
number of copies was ready. Considering that even at the 
time lie had gone to swear the affidavit i.e. about 3.45 P.M. 
his petition was not ready in that according to his own 
vert ion the copies were being made ready the probability 
that, the petitioner wanted his incomplete petition to be 
accepted can not be ruled out. In my opinion, on the evi¬ 
dence on record—it cannot be said that the petition had 
been presented on 5-2-86 in accordance with the provisions 
of Section 81 of the Act. 

18. The petitioner has argued that the respondent No. 5 
the retured candidate has not produced any evidence. The 
burden to prove that the petition had been presented in 
accordance with the provision of the Act was on the peti¬ 
tioner and honce the fact that ihe respondents has not pro¬ 
duced evidence is of no material of significance. 

19. On consideration of the evidence produced by the peti¬ 
tioner as above, I hold that the peitioner had not presented 
the petition on 5-2-86. 

20. For the aforesaid reasons this application is dismissed 

Sd./- 

(J. M. SR1VASTAVA), 
JUDGE. 


Tf fcwft 9FF*FT, 1987 

*T.ar. 129-frFfFT amfk FT TWTTF Ft TFT t fa F?t TlT^fV % SOWT (2) if TFT gfam r 

faSfFT trWT % farfaT % far sfr fFFff (3) Jf fafd-fcej faifFT W5T ’T plT t, Of«T (4) F Tffa TTTT 

7TS% Fl% apnreTf, Fffa JTfFfF%?F srfofaipT, 1951 FFT tUftT FTF 1 . TE fdPPtfi 3TTT cplftHtT TFT tqiTTft % 
(5) if TO 3FFf%T¥9 if apfa f-farTT ziptff FT F?t? Ft fasTT FrfavT FrrT if 31WT t| f, 

TTT 3T«lf«rjff if T*TFT 73 W far FrFt T7 Tf TFT aWETTflT % far FT Ft Fitf FT77F 3FFFT zqrpfrFrUT T^f 
fon I in TT% 5T7T far rpr arRTTFFTf FT, Iff? F-tl fFFTT FN1T % F^FTT faifFT tUT'-fTT FT FT FFWrT FF1 
fa TFT TFT WFTTT % faff FT# FFfaf FiTTF FT ?FIFtfFcF 

am: stf, fa-rfFT arufk w affafoBr Ft am 1 o-ft % 3t^ftot if €\ FTurt % ttdt ( 4 ) Jr Ffrfas: 
^rfapT qrr tff %fatfr Ft ftt %ft fapf tht tt fainr ftt ffft fanr qfrq-F %fftf ft ft# 3ftr gfa % fro; 

FF 3ffa?T F?t TTfa F FtT FT FT FTTTFfH % pTT fdrffT FffTT FTTTT 11 

nrwr 


FEF. fdFfFF FT fFFTT 


PdFfFd ftfF Fit faff FT TfaFiT 31'Piuff fdT^TT FT FT-CT 

F'.F. 3fk FTF FT TTF F FTT 


1 2 


3 


4 


1. 5%rFFT fWTFFFT FT 

TTOITF fFFtFT, 1987 

2. —Fi^t—- 

3. — 1 #— 


3 3-F7f 




37—FT^TFF 


FTF F 17F1 

(^fUTFTT) 
m TjTjTl TTT, 

FTF F®TFT ^TT, 

FFTT FTFF, 

fifTT TTgrFF (^PCFTWl) 
FIT TTFF, 

12/387, FTfirfm SRvfl, 
F^T^TFTf: (ft^FFl) 


5 

fFFfFT stuff FT '^PFr Flfer 

—f^t— 

FFf-— 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

4. dPwiun faypT *r*rr 

aram 1937 

5. —— 

33 -tt 

*sfr ftr Tr'ir, 
qTT SPTTTPT, 

fafti tlcpc (sform) 

*.fT sjpT RTTST, 
tf.q. 87 9 ,toriT m, 
OT3T, frrTT 

sThf tt sft T<at 
irsrffqFrTfri 

—qft— 

I 

T 

\Ti 

— 

sft qpf f%, 

T. 14, 

—T?T 

7. —^— 

—qjfl— 

«ff JTT^rr TFT, 
hFT T SFP 

(ffTTRT) 

—‘4ft— 

8. — 


f%?, 

if T. 26, ff. 5, 

—4ifT— 

9. —— 

—— 

Try tw, 

htr t m 3rFfkr 

ftePfrr qprrjTiTi (^formi) 

—^— 


New Delhi, 9th November, 1987 
ORDER 


[# ./87(i)] 


O. N. 129.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that oach of tho contesting candidates specified 
in column (4) of tho Table below at tho ejection to tho Haryana Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and 
held from tho constituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his eloction 
expenses or failed to lodge the account within the time and/or in the manner, as shown in column (5) of the said 
Table as required by tho Representation of tho People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas tire said candidates have cither not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure eveii 
after due notice or the Election Commission, after considering tho representation made by them, if any, is satisfied 
that they have no good reason for justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, tho Election Commission horeby declares tho 
persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to bhe disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member 
of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Stato/Unian Territory for 
a,period, of 3 yoars from, the date of this Order;. 


TABLE 

S. Particulars of election 
No. 

S. No. and name of 
of constituency 

Name and address of tho 
candidate 

Reasons for disqualification. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to 
Haryana Legislative 
Assembly, 1987 

33-Berri 

Shrl Umed Singh, 

Vill, and P.O. Dhaur, 

Distt. Rohtak (Haryana) 

Failed to lodge the account of 
election expenses. 
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I 

2 . 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6 . 


7. 


8 . 


9. 


2 

3 

4 

5 

General Election to 
Haryana Legislative 
Assembly, 1987 

33-Bcrri 

Shri Murari Lai, 

VilL & P.O. Borri, 

Pana Chhajon, 

Distt. Rohtak (Haryana) 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

-do- 

37-Bahadurgarh 

Shri Ashok, 

12/387, Balmiki Basti, 
Bahadurgarh (Rohtak) 

-do- 

-do- 

33-Berri 

Shri Hans Raj, 

Village Chamanpura, 

P.O. Dujana, 

Distt. Rohtak, 

(Haryana), 

-do- 

-do- 

37-Bahadurgarh 

Shri Om Parkash, 

H.No. 879, 

Kharkhoda Road, Sampla, 

Tehsil Rohtak 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Fate Singh, 

Basti Khatikan, 

Ward No. 14, 

Bahadurgarh (Haryana) 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Bhalle Ram, 

Village & P.O. Bhamnoli 

Tehsil Bahadurgarh. 

(Haryana) 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Mohindcr Singh, 

H. No. 26, Gali No. 5, . 

Mahabir Park, 

Bahadurgarh (Rohtak). 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Sadhu Ram, 

Vill. & P.O. Asodha Todran, 
Tehsil Bahadurgarh. 

-do- 


[No. 76/HN-LA/87 (1)] 

snkr 

air. ar. 130 —fkitqq ari^n- «ftt sittor ft w Ife spr, 1987 ff sfar w % fag go -t fqqfgg Jr 5- 
tfafk fq^faq-tfler % fqqfqq- wt qfa ar«r-ff gkff trssftq fag qq i, sfaq qtfa ff.wrHT Tkq? Vk' 
stgqw ark fa?, 4k qkqrr qirr qqj, mw, fan wrr, wT/fr, srfaqf fa-F srfirfrFsRsr gfaffarq, 
1951 qqr ?nSk qqigqg fqqfar srt 3tffa<r ark ffarfaq &uri q?r faf fa *rar 4Tftrq qrfa 4 3rgwfa f, 

ark wq 3TTnf«kf ?r b^pp gw ffaqTT tt fa tr arqqrw % faggi eft fat ttw wmi *ts€H:w qfr fw 
| ark ffarfaq anfaq 44 q? qqrarqfaqqT §fo 44 % <ttb wr srara %facr fat fakr wr tt RTfafag qfa 

aw, 3T4, fafaqq amtkr, fafa qfafqfaqr fafafaq, 1951 fatnrr io-t % siaro Jrfa fafaq fa? gq afk 
fa q^qk fa? 44 qqq Tfafa fa qw %4T ffaft Twr/far 7jJ4 far fa ffarrq mrrm fwra qffar % wr 44 
<qfa fac^fa %fag fa rrkkr ?r faq qq fa 44414 % % fag fad?q faffar TOf 1 1 

[ 4 . 76/?k.-fa.g./87-gqJ 
3rkT?r ?r, 

gw 4444, 44T gf%4 



*rrar wra: fiRrm s, 14, leoa 
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ORDER 

O.N. 130.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that S/Shii Indeijit Singh Tung, 1, Sanjay Gandhi Colony, 
Eaichgarh Road, Amritsar and Tcj Vir Singh, Village 
Kareka, Sadhu Pura Majru, Bhora Ganva P.O. Chandpuri, 
Align:h, conlcsling candidates at the bye elcrtion to the 
House of the People from 5-Romak Parliamentary consti- 
iu:ncy he’d in June 1987 have failed to lodge any account 
of their election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidates even after due no’ice 
have not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 


the Election Commission is satisfied that they have no good 
reason or justification for the failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the Re¬ 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commis¬ 
sion heteby declares the said Shri Iudeijit Singh Tung and 
Sh'i Tejvir Singh 1o be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
lor be.ing, a member of either House of Parliament or of 
rt;e legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of State/ 
Lin on Territory for a period of 3 years from* the date of 
tins Order. 

[No. 76/HN-HP/37 (Byc)/7237] 
By order, 

SURAJ PRAKASH, Under Secy. 


317%S!T 


3JT.3T. i 3 i:—fkkR snrfrr *ft jtbtwr pfr% qft tfirnfr % ( 2 ) Jr *r«n fq-ftfsR fkrR s*rr 

% UffaqfsR T'fkkt EcHR ( 3 ) if faftfoR fkrRTATT if f3ff RTR ( 4 ) if TTT TTPR fafafSCJ fk'UR ^ 
JfTHT Urtfar STVtptff, Pik pffrfdfuiT affsirTTR, 1951 cfsfk Wrp? faiRt 3T7T ^TRsTT TTT SRoft ( 5 ) 

JT'dr jirfoTT CT if SRif %''lf“R «wf TT Ttf vft JET! STfegf TTT if SHPEiT RTT 

wk 3rwrfwr ^ tu-w *iw fk ^rk tt k strefrt ti fair r nr ki tutt qk 

fcn | ht g 7 j% stt, fco rfri artRTP^ff qr, qftf ?ft ( f«rm qrk % tret fkkR arrqEr ’ft jr rttvir ffr tot 
I f*F TRf I5TT SiTFIT-TcTT %fRTqflf qRfR EKE Iff RPfH^cTT dft I ; 


3R: 3R,fkikR siRR’STcT arfHfrRtf qrf Efnj l (HE %3PHTRT if RTTf £RtR ( 4 ) if fqfdfer aTfwiT 

RR fkft TER k%TR TI'HT 3pRr kffR 'Tk'R % ^if ^ik ark |k % fair 3frkr *k 

orfph ir cfR Tri Tt qrRTTftT % pTT fk%T *flf<R ! EW | | 


5F,?f. forfari set fknEr 

pR^R ’TTqi.H. 

ark *tr 

fdkfiR Hkr TET arRpff 
q>r itr ark tut 

IktfTT qrr tbtot 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. PRKF£ fkfR 

211 —fknTT gwr 

«fV *rnmrr? fkrm tpt 

frratiR 53RT qrr qik *ft 

IJ’TfTRRR, 1987 

fkifTT sRf 

UTR 3fk ghk fflf47 

'Fkr ir 3fgrppr 



fkiR (JTfRps|) 

T|l 

2. — 

—— 

»Tt iJRW 5RRkT RJfk 

—— 



EidR 3ik 




df^qi fd^RT 







[if. 7 6 /tT^T— f=T. IT. / 2 11 /Ed/ 8 7] 
3TT^t if, 

k. iff. ftmr, am nf*ET 


ORDER 

O.N. 131.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table bolow at the bye-election to the Legislative 
Assembly as specified in column (2) and held from the con¬ 
stituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed 
to lodge any account of his election expense: as shown in 
column 15) of the said Table as required by the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made there¬ 
under; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have cither not fur¬ 
nished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 


after due notice or the Election Commission, after consider¬ 
ing the representation mode by them if any, is satisfied that 
they have not good reason or justification for the said 
failure; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of the section 10A of the 
said Act, the Eleciion Commission hereby declares the per¬ 
sons specified in column f4) of the Tabic below to be dis¬ 
qualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of 
either House of Parliament or of the legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this order:— 
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TABLE 


No. Particular - , of election S.No. and name of 

constituency 

Name of contesting candidates 

Reasons for disqualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Bye-election to 

211-Nilanga Assembly Shri Gaikwad Digambar 

Failed to lodge any account of 

Maharashtra 

Legislative 

Assembly, 1987 

Constituency 

Rama At & Post Hangarga 

Tq. Nilanga. 

(Maharashtra) 

election expenses 

2. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Survase Dnynoba Namdeo 
At & Post Hadga 

Tq, Nilanga 
(Maharashtra) 

-do- 


[No. 76/MT-LA/211 /Bye/87] 
By Order, 

T.C. SINGHAL, Under Secy. 

3TT^7T 

3tt. at. 132 .—Prnfan amfpr Tr ’ththit-t ft nqr | for «pV niruft % ( 2 ) it n<n fafotfoifotrin 

nnr % nrarpn Pnfopr % for^ ^ft ( 3 ) n foftfej forcfan nn n fan sa-fvr ( 4 ) if mP mm foforfo.j 
ftnfora nnt m r ir seto armff, tfrr srftrfann, 1951 nnr nsfa ttht mrfanm stto sfoforannrr nrroft 

% ?t«t (5) ir ir-qr offerer am fbPhn ®nff nr ttP vft -niter frfa if nifter to it mm | ; 

tec TO?r ^rnr fe<r tet <rr. vff aRrcwnr % ter m ?fr tef m amm w2for7?r 

fi'jff foqr I ITT 'tet mi fo<T nrr amrr#3Frf C|T, nfo TO? ft, pRK TO4 % tfU^T tetter arufUT Tf tff rmram 

f'r w | for ter wet rsro a-pT^erT % forcr te? nte<r nrcor nr tetter n$r $; 

am m, tete amfPT m tetrfte qft HTTt 10-T % SPFRTVT 4 4t> "ft nrcte % POTT ( 4 ) it fofofod 

arfsRpft te nte % forte te cm P nr fote erro/ter tito terP tern pit w fanmqfte % ^ te 

tec te P farr tern te ten ft te apf te 'TOrrsrfsr % fte ffrarfocr tefair tot $ 1 


nrcte 


qnr tete Tr tern 

te 

tete te te ^. te 
tecnm 

tete nte ter artef tt nrn 
aft^ qnr 

fn?iqr tt 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . ter fter-r nnr % fte 
tthttot tete, 19 s? 

1 5-ttkt 

ter «rpwte.te., 
firmer f inn, 

%m 1 

Anr Ptfr 4 nfiro npr Ptrnr 
mrr 1 

2 . -nft- 

1 

te tftrr^ <ft. te., 
tern 

STOTT tefflt^C, 
pTOT 1 

-*^t- 

3 . -te~ 

2 i-tcgtct 

te nr^ ntrtr 
i^rrfWFT fmr. 
nppqT-nrrrpts. 

Prd-673.525 (Pat) 1 

—nf t— 
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<0 TOW: few 5, ] 987/iS?PW'-Hr,^ 90S- 


1 2 


3 


4 


5 


4- %TO fTOTO TOT % fair 2 4-^|<fHd* 1 
*IWK U I Prater, 1987 I 


5 . 

~*r£t- 

24TO1^ft^3: 

6. 

-4?t- 

26-#TO 

7 - 

— 1 Tjft— 

32-^m^T 

8. 

TO$- 

3 2—l*- 4 ^ 

•o 

9. 

— 

3 2-4^41 H/- 

10. 

^t- 

3 4—TOTT^TO 

11 

— 

36—frotrrorft 

12. 


-*?t- 

13 


3 7-TOJT 

14. 


3 7—'rr^jr 

15- 


3 8—(d TO! 


^r^r.^fr. to srro 

JT4M ’IN'-'rl Tf rJd'H, 

TTTTO7 •TTTO’nT, %TOT I 


>sft wr<r nTOTtxro ^tor, 



•s 1^4 <, «n 1 4 1 ^--<1, 
%TO I 


lift ST^^TT^iTift, 


TOrTTO-'TOfff ! TTO, 

^TOtT, %RT I 


'■It TO. TO - TOTOTOT, 1 
TOR, ^ks-, 

T^TO-TT^R, %TO I 

TOrTOTOR, 
TOftR%ft cftj, 
jftTO^r, %RT I 

sft 3TO ftp#*T>T 
(tft.'ft. TOir) 7 «rrWrfro 
^•ffTOrrtWfT, 

>a 

si^tR—ftR 4 wTr, %rt 1 

«fr .TOftTOTO^rsft, 

TOKr, Hx\f\ 70ft 
«t. %rt 1 


15 ft 3<'t,l l W<i 'TMTfa^T, 
TOf^tfTOT, TTTOPTO 
TOTOTT.tr. ^dfl'-HI-fl 
TOTOJRT fTOT, %"RT I 

«fr %. TOTOTO, 
ttw! u^it c rrrt 
TOTTO TOTOft 
TOlldTO f^RT, %RT I 
^ff ^Rii r,i'fl | T<ti5T 
TOf^TlTOrj, 
S1TOT-TOTOJT, 

TOTTJK fsTRT TO-?T I 

lift qTRfTTOTOT 
WR I 


«ft %nw nroro, 
Vi it i r+Ti^r ^tto, 
TTTOT—fsTTOTOPJRT 
679573, %T5T I 


Vtf vfr %tjt 5T%5T ^ 
ftTO TOT I 

-rtX- 

-*$■- 

rft- 

-rft~ 

~^t~ 

~s$i- 

TOtft- 

TOTjt- 

-*#- 

~^t~ 


87/1664 Q(—1 
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l 2 3 


4 


5 


16 fw 

frfp^T, 1987 

1 7 . -*£r- 

1 8- — 1 

19. 

20 . -4^t- 

21- “*#“ 

2X 

23. 

24 

25. -=#- 

26 


3 5-Id * 


39-hI<Hm"1 


40Hhi^OT 


40-ff^tyGT 


42-^dW^TW 


—4 4)'— 


43- 5 ft*mTr 

^ ) 


-4j£t- 


44- 9TC | « l t 


44-*^2TRt 




^t^TT faCRT, WlTW, 

0 s, ftr^T-7, 4 ,r i I 

’-ft %. 

fw%7?r i 

«ft TrcrfffT iprr^, 

'TddrffH irr?fr, 

«mnwrfm-6 7 6 1 3 0 3, 

■JJ ' 

%T^T I 

>fttft.ft. ^<5to, 

ITT^T dm 1M O'- 6765 5 2, %TW I 

’ft^^ft. 

^ ’ft %. ft. stff, 

w<: fftsrsraw, 

%r?r i 

’ft fnprc Tii*^ ffaft, 

55T ft ftwft 
ITT^SR-'t.V'HTftTOT 
TeHT«ft, %T?T I 

ftt^.ft. 

%7rnT ! 5i : 4tTTtlfNt?T «fte, 

3TWTWm, 

¥np«p: artHTOnr 
%T?T 1 

>ftft. f^EpT, 


■s<. ftdTMd*!, 

^ d/dWl < T imr, ftJZFTSET ?Ti'3T, 
I 

’ft aft.ft. 77PT, 

'jjx ft e p^ 7 t 'ti'HiM, 
fts wmr, 'rftt'jT, 

%r^r i 

ft%. gH r ^nfogftftit ^TtTSTT, 

5*wm < ^Twrcj'jn T ntT 
Tddjnft, fTTSf I 
’ft Jttildftd' 

TraftTM^ 53 - ’ft 'F^trnr 
?W<4<MK, 

? ddii4t , 


ft rWT Trf^T ^ 

fw I 

-*$■- 




Srarftftr f ?nfa?r 

f%4T I 

5?ft- 


-^ft- 


ftfa f sifysr ^rft fw 

w i 


-4 ift- 


-^t- 




^tf ft S^IT ^ fW 

wr i 
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1 2 

27. fqWR WW! % %T 

Rrerw 1987 

2a 


»TI^ TT : f^Ti^T: 5, 1 98 7/^1^^ 14, 1909 


3 


4 


5 


5 l-’tfpSH'ifW 


8 5— 3Tfl«r<T wtm 


wt . ijjt . q-Tncr *nwR, 

^TT, I 
WT WmZW, 
fwmf&r frjir, 

W »Q ' 

: 3T>R 1 T ^*Hi, 

%7R I 


Tit tft %qrr Trfkrr Agf 
fwrw i 

fjf5T # ^rrfenr qfr 
fwrwr i 


ORDER 

O.N. 132.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfi¬ 
ed that each of the contesting candidates specified >n column 
(4) of the Table below at the election to the House of the 
People/Legislative Assembly specified in column (2) and 
held from the constituency specified in column (3) against 
his name has failed to lodge an account of his election ex¬ 
penses id the ttjanner/hag not lodged the account at all as 
shown In column (5) of the said Table as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder. 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnish¬ 
ed any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 


[ff. 76/%TW-f*.tf./87 (58 & 65)] 

MRir R, 

tK Afar 

due notice or the Election Commission, after considering the 
Representations made by them, if any, is satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justifiaction for (he said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen a s and for being a member of either House 
of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legis¬ 
lative Council of a State for p period of 3 years from the 
date of this order. 


No. Particul ars of S.No. and name of Name of contesting candidates Reasons for disqualification 

election constituency 


1 2 


3 


4 


5 


1. General Election to 15-Peravoor 
the Kerala Legislative 
Assembly, 1987 


2 . -do- 

3. -do- 

4. -do- 

5. -do- 


-do- 

21-Perambra 

24-Calicut-l 

-do- 


S/Shri 

Thomas P.D. 

Pinatte House, 

P.O. Iritty, 

Kerala 

Govindan P.V., 

Santbosh Bhavan, 

PO Keezhallur, 

Kerala. 

George Joseph, 

Elavunkkal House, 
PO-Changaroth 
Pin-673528, Kerala. 

M.C. Sasidharan, 
Muthuvanacbalil House, 
PO-Nalallam, Kerala. 

Kunnath Setbumadhavan 
Nambiar, Eenjanamkattil veedu, 
PO-Kadalundi, Kerala 


Account not lodged in the 
manner 

Account not lodged in the 
manner 

-do- 

Account not lodged at all 

-do- 


87/1664 GI—3. 
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1 2 3 

6 . Genoral Election to 26-Beyporo 
the Kerala Legislative 
Assembly, 1987 

7. -do- 32-Ni!ambur 


8 . -do- 


-do- 


9. -do- 32-Nilambur 


10. -do- 34-Malappuram 


11. -do- 36-Tirurangadi 


12 . -do- 


-do- 


13. -do- 37-Tanur 


14. -do- -do- 

15. -do- 38-Tirur 


16. -do- 


-do- 


17. -do- 


39-Ponnani 


4 5 

Abdullnkutty, Account not lodged in the 

Poyilil Manakkadavc, manner 

PO Pantheerankave. 

Kozhikode, Kerala. 

M.S. Prabhakaran Nair, -do- 

Kottu vadakkedath veedu, 

Moothodam, 

P O-Kerala 

K.P. Madhavan Nair, -do- 

Puliyancheri Veedu, 

Nilambur, Kerala. 

John Philippose -do- 

(C.P. John), 

Thakidiyil Veedu, 

Thiyyadikkal, 

PO Thiruvalla, Kerala 

Mandodan Kunhalij 
Vengai'a, Kacheripadi- 
PO-Kerala. 

Arakkal Palayil Account not lodged at a 

Imbichikkoya, 

Palakkal House, 

PO-Chettippai, 

Malappuram District, 

Kerala. 

K. Gangadharan, -do- 

PO-Chettippadi, 

Parappanangadi, 

Malappuram District, 

Kerala. 

Kakkaranikkal Moidean, -do- 

Pakara, PO-Tanalur, 

Malappuram District, 

Kerala. 

Paruthikkunnan -do- 

Muhammadaji, 

PQ-Edarikkode, Kerala. 

Cholakkal Madhavan, -do- 

Cholakkal House, 

PO- Trikkanapuram-679 573, 

Kerala. 

Koonangattuparambil Muhammad -do- 

Lohya Nivas, 

Parayil Road, 

Tirur-7- Kerala 

K. Unni, -do- 

Karimbil House, 

Edappal-PO, 

Malappuram District, 

Kerala. 
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1 2 


4 


5 


18. General Election to 40-Kuttippuram 
the KeralaLegis- 
lativc Assembly —1987 

Pattathil Ayamu, 

Pattathil House, 

PO-T hal a kkad athur-676103 
Kerala. 

Account not lodged at all 

19. -do- 

-do- 

C.P, Kunheen, Kattipparuthi, 
PO-V p^tnchery-676552 

Kerala. 

Account not lodged in the 
manner. 

20 . -do- 

42—Perint alraanna 

Jacob C, Kallumpuratku, 

S/o K.C. Chacko, 

Kallumpurathu Kidingu 
PO-Perintalmanna, 

Kerala 

Account not lodged at all. 

21 . -do- 

-do- 

Mohammed Farooq Meulavi. 
S/o Aboobacker Moulavi, 
PO-Kalladipatta, 

Pattambi, Kerala. 

-do- 

22 . -do- 

43—Thrithala (SC) 

M.P. Velayudhan, 
Chennamkuzhiparambil Veedu, 
Anakkara, P.O., 

Ottappalam Taluk, 

Kerala. 

Account not lodged in the 
manner 

23. -do- 

-do- 

P. Velayudhan, 

Palakkottil House, 

PO—Kottappadam, 

Pattithara Village, 

Ottappalam Taluk, Kerala. 

-do- 

24. -do- 

44—Pattambi 

O.P. Raman, S/o Kandan 
Koolath Veedu, 

Chuduvalathur, Shornur, 

Kerala. 

Account not lodged in the 
manner. 

25- -do- 

-do- 

K. Hamza Kitithodi Hamza, 

S/o Kunhayamu, 

PO-V allappuzha, 

Via—Pattambi, Kerala. 

-do- 

26. -do- 

-do- 

Pookattiri Rajagopalan 

S/o Kunhirama Menon, 

PO—Sankaramangalam, 
Pattambi, Kerala. 

Account not lodged at all 

27. -do- 

51—Kollengode 

T.M. Sulaiman, Thankayam, 
Vadavannur PO, 

Chittur Taluk, 

Kerala. 

-do- 

28. -do- 

85—Udumbanchola 

Thankachan, Malayattil House, 

Account not lodged in manner. 


Kuthumkal PO, Udumbanchola, 
Kerala. 


[No. 76/KL-LA/87 (38 to 65)] 
By Order, 
C.L. ROSE, Secy. 
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•ift 23 1987 

3(T. 3f. 133:—ftftb trffrfftfftcff aTftrfftffff, 1950 
(1950 4ff 43) 4ft gra 134? % ftTfa 4ft 

fff ftV 'ffR?r % TRfW if Mfffffmd amfftT 4ft 
ftWTT 154/fftWT/87, fftffftfi 23 3Hm, 1987 ft 

"^r frrrftsr ft fatraft ^ 4nft«TTT irf^prr ?nftt 

% WET 4T, “9 fewr, 1986 ft” SW 7?ft tffTTnt I 

[ft®TT 154/fftWJT/8 7] 
3TT?5T ft. 
3m:° ftto ir^rr, sfftff, 
«ttct fftfthn arnfm i 


New Delhi, the 23rd November, 1987 
CORRIGENDUM 

O.N. 133.—In the Commission’s Notification No, 
154[SKM|87, dated the 23rd April, 1987, issued under action 
13A of the Representation of the People Act, 1950 (43 of 
1950) and published in the Gazette of India, for the words 
‘with effect from the date he takes over charge” the words 
“with effect from 9th December, 1986” shall be substfuted, 

[No. 154|SKM|871 
By Order, 

R. P. BHALLA, Secy. 

Election Commission of India 
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